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REMARKS 

This communication is in response to the Office Action 
mailed on May 5, 2005. In the Office Action claims 1-22 were 
pending of which claims 1-22 were rejected. 

The Office Action reports : that claims 1-5, 8-10, and 12-22 
were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102 (b) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent No. 5,953,541 to King (hereinafter King). 

Claim 1 has been amended * to . recite a method of providing 
selected text into a computer, the method comprising the steps of: 
(a) having the computer select a character in an alphabetical 
range; (b) having the computer select a word as a function of the 
selected character, the selected word having a character sequence; 
(c) presenting the word to the user:; (d) receiving an indication 
from the user pertaining to :the /selected character; and (e) 
adjusting the range of characters- or retaining the selected 
charact er based on the user's indication , [emphasis added] 

The amendments to claim 1 at least clarifies that the method 
includes adjusting the character ; range (from which another 
character is to be selected when tiie user's intended character 
does not match the computer- selected character) or retaining the 
selected character (when there- is a match) based on the user's 
indication. 

It is respectfully submitted . that King does not teach or 
suggest all the features of claim li King discloses a system for 
disambiguating ambiguous and unambiguous input text input from a 
user. Thus, in the King system, a user inputs text using a 
plurality of keys, each key representing more than one letter 
and/or digit. For example, FIG:, i 5b^ of King (referenced in the 
Office Action) indicates that one k^y labeled "ABC" can indicate 
at least -A", -B", -C; another ^ key labeled ^^DEF" can indicate at 
least ^^D", ^^E", or ^^F", and so on. The King system is also adapted 
for disambiguating unambiguous text input at least partly based on 
which part of the key, (e.g. left, right, or center) is pressured 
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by the user. For example, Kir>g provides the following in part, 
(also referenced in the Of f ice Action) : 

The word vocabulary mbdule.; has interpreted the 
ABC GHI DEF keystroke sbiquence as the words "age" 
551, "aid" 512, and "bid" 513, and placed these 
interpretations in the? seliection list 76... The 
unambiguous spelling method: has interpreted the 
keystroke using the direct-pointing specification 
method, and has placed; the : interpretation "bhe" 
516 in the unambiguous spelling display region 72, 
[Col. 27, lines 11-22] ; 

Thus, it is submitted thaX Kirig does not teach or suggest at 
least the feature of adjusting the range of characters or 
retaining the selected character ioased on the user's indication as 
recited in claim 1. Rather, ih; King, it is believed that the user 
is required to enter an entire', sequence of inputs using keys each 
having a fixed range of characters such as "ABC". The system 
disambiguates the sequence by; generating a list of possible words 
or characters sequences intended by the user. In the example above 
discussed, some possibilities- include words such as "aid" or 
"bid". The user then selects ainong the list of possibilities- [See 
Col. :i27> : lines 

29-31] 

In contrast, in the present inventions, the user does not 
enter a sequence of inputs ;foi: disambiguation as with King, 
Instead,, the present inventions include letter-by-letter 
embodiments of entering text^ :The computer selects a character in 
an alphabetical range, and then selects a word for display to the 
user based on the selected ch^ractisr. Typically, when entering a 
new word, initially the computerf-s^lected character is the first 
letter of the computer-selectetl word. For example, in the present 
specification, the initially :Vse]iected character is "s" and the 
initially selected word is "said".-; [See Specification, page 16, 
line 25] 
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The user makes an indication:; in response to the computer- 
selected character. Thus^ if -the tiser's intended word is ^'cat", 
the user indicates whether the-J'^'s" should be retained or not (i.e. 
matches or does not match the ^c"^ in ^^cat") . Since there is no 
match, the user indicates whether .ithe intended character or ^'c" 
precedes or succeeds the ; iseledted character. The present 
inventions then includes adjusting the alphabetical range or 
retaining the character based :ion the user's indication as recited 
in claim 1 . In many embodiments., whfen a character is retained, the 
method advances to the next charactibr in the character sequence of 
the selected word as recited iti ; claim 3. In other embodiments, the 
user indicates whether the user's desired character is preceding 
or succeeds the user's inteifided J character and adjusting the 
character range to be apprpximatlely bounded by the selected 
character as recited in claim ; Inv; this way, the alphabetic range 
can be interactively reduced so. that -the selected character is the 
same as the desired character of the user's desired word. 

In light of the foregoing,, itps respectfully submitted that 
claim 1 is patentable over th^ citied art. Claims 2-11 depend on 
claim 1 and are believed ' to;| ; be separately patentable. 
Reconsideration and allowance.: . of claims 1-11 are respectfully 
requested. Claims 12-17 have been d-ancelled. Claims 23-24 are new 
and depend on claim 1. It isj beliWved that claims 23-24 merely 
clarify the present invention^; -and?; include no new matter. Claims 
23-24 are, therefore, presented for ifavorable action. 

Claim 18 has been amended to recite a computing device 
comprising an input device, ari output device, memory storing a 
lexicon, a processor accessing;:; the ;jriemory, and a module including 
instructions executable by theiJiproGessor to" perform the steps of 
selecting a character in avi-rangb of characters arranged in 
alphabetical order, selecting:: a ^ilword from the lexicon as a 



function of the selected charactei;], 
sequence, presenting the word: to^; 



the word having a character 
the user through the output 
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device, and receiving an indication from; the user through the 
input device pertaining to ;i:he selected character to indicate 
whether the selected character matches or fails to match a user- 
desired character , [emphasis added] ' j • 

Remarks relating to claim -i; are herein incorporated by 
reference. Claim 18 clarifies;:%hat; the user indication pertaining 
to the selected character indicates; -whether the selected character 
matches or fails to match the i^^user-desired character. It is 
believed that this feature is -not ^-taught or suggested by the King 
reference. As described above;- the | user enters a sequence using 
keys that each indicate more than o?ie character or digit. The King 
system generates a list of pd^sibile sequence from which the user 
selects. In contrast, the present ijnventions includes a letter-by- 
letter reaction from the user ito e^rkter text rather than a word by 
word (or at least sequence .^by Sequence)' entering of text as 
disclosed in King. 

In light of the foregoixig, i^ ;.is believed that claim 18 is 
patentable over the cited art ;ciaim[s 19-22 : depend on claim 18 and 
are believed to be separately patentable- Reconsideration and 
allowance of claims 18-22 are respebtfully requested. 

The Office Action next reports/that claims 6, 7 and 11 were 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103;^a) as being unpatentable over King 
as applied to claims 3 and lO.abov^, and further in view of U.S. 
Patent No. 6,005,495 to Connolly; {hereinafter Connolly). As 
discussed above, claims 6, 7, --and 'ix depend on claim 1, which has 
been presently amended. Neverth;ele^s, Connolly discloses a method 
and system for intelligent te^ ehiry on a; numeric keypad. It is 
believed the user selects a-: keyK^on a keypad where the key 
(similar to King) can indicate ;more than one character. The 
system of Connolly then predicts Which character is intended by 
the user. The user then ci^hfii-rti^ or rejects the predicted 
character until the predicted (.character is confirmed- 
It is submitted that Connolly V[also does not teach or suggest 
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all the features of claim 1 at li^ast because Connolly does not 
include adjusting the character range or retaining a character 
based on the user's indication ; -las recited in claim 1. In 
Connolly, the range of characters is also fixed with the keys of 
the keyboard. In contrast, •t;..in -ithe present inventions, the 
character range from which a character is selected is intended to 
adjust with each interaction until;:Hhe selected character matches 
the corresponding character ofe.the juser' s desired word. 

In light of the foregoing, it;; is believed that claim 1 is 
patentable over the cited combination. Claims 6, 7, and 11 depend 
on claim 1 and thus are believed tb^ be patentable at least based 
on the believed patentability ;<if independent claim 1. 

Claims 27-31 are new and; arei believed to introduce no new 
matter. Claim 27 recites a eomput;er readable medixm including 
computer-executable instructi6ns ^tiq: perform the steps of: (a) 
selecting a character in an dlphaiSstical range; (b) selecting a 
word based on the selected chairact^r; (c) rendering the selected 
word, the word having a character: sequence; (b) receiving an 
indication from a user interface; ;;pertaining to the computer- 
selected character; (e) adjusting^ / the range of characters or 
retaining the selected charact:^r ba:ked on the user^ s indication , 
[emphasis added] 

Claim 27 recites a computei: readable medium and is similar to 
the method of claim 1. Thus, r.emarlcis relating to claim 1 as well 
as the above discussion of Cphnoii;y are herein incorporated by 
reference. In light of the foregoirtg; it is respectfully submitted 
that independent claim 27 is ijf)ateri;table over the cited art. New 
claims 28-31 depend on claim 2^^..' . and -are believed to be separately 
patentable. Reconsideration arid allowance of claims 27-31 are 
respectfully requested, |r jiri 
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A petition for an extension ,p;f time is hereby requested. A 
charge authorization for thje aril^^unt of $270-00 is included 
herewith for the extension fee^iandlthe extra claim fee. 

The Director is authorized ^>jto charge any fee deficiency 
required by this paper or credilt/ any overpayment to Deposit 
Account No. 23-1123. 

Respectfully submitted, 
WESTMAN, CSAMPIilN & KELLY, P. A. 



By: 

Linda Ji;^:Reg/No, 44,029 



Suite 1:400 T-i .International Centre 
900 Second Ayenue South 
Minneapolis; - -Minnesota 554 02-3319 
Phone: 612); •334-3222 Fax: (612) 334-3312 
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